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Response to Arguments 

1. Applicant's amendment, filed July 12, 2007, has been fully considered. Upon 
updated search and further consideration a new ground(s) of rejection is made in view 
of US Patent 6,754,855 issued to Karl L. Denninghoff et al ("Denninghoff"). The Final 
Office Action has been withdrawn and new Non-Final action follows. 

DETAILED ACTION 

2. Claims 40-42, 44-50 are currently pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
US Patent Number 5,490,260 issued to William D. Miller et al. (" Miller") in view of 
US Patent Number 5, 337, 275 issued to Richard P. Garner ("Garner") in view of 
US Patent 6,754,855 issued to Karl L. Denninghoff et al ("Denninghoff"). 
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Regarding independent claim 40, Miller teaches a processor, a flash memory coupled 
to said processor, said flash memory to store a primary operating system, compressed 
file data, and information for use in locating said file data in said flash memory (See col. 
3, lines 58- col. 4, lines 17, wherein Miller et al. teaches the claimed limitation of locating 
the file on semiconductor memory with stored addresses.) 

Miller does not explicitly teach flash memory. Garner does teach flash memory as 
described in col. 1, lines 10-16 because it provides rugged, light weight memory option 
which occupies very little space. It would have been obvious for a person with ordinary 
skill in the art at the time the invention was made to implement the flash memory in the 
method of Miller et al. because it provides rugged, light weight memory option which 
occupies very little space. 

Miller in view of Garner do not explicitly teach a backup operating for use when 
the primary operating system fails or needs updating. Denninghoff does teach this 
limitation (at column2, lines 54-67 as first operating system and a second operating 
system operating as a backup operating system) to improve the operability of computer 
appliances and further enhance the user experiences. It would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Miller in 
view of Garner with a backup operating for use when the primary operating system fails 
or needs updating to improve the operability of computer appliances and further 
enhance the user experiences as described by Denninghoff (column 2, lines 22-24). 
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Claims 41-42, 44-50 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Miller et al. in view of Garner in view of in view Denninghoff , 
as applied to claim 40 above, and further in view of US Patent Number 6,407,949 
issued to Sanjay Jha et al ("Jha"). 

Regarding claim 41, same as claim arguments above and Miller in view of 
Garner in view of Denninghoff do not explicitly teach wherein the system is a cellular 
telephone. Jha does teach this limitation at column 1, line 31 to improve access time 
and reduce power consumption. It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the at the time of the invention to modify the system to include a cellular telephone 
system with flash memory to improve access time and reduce power consumption 
(Abstract). 

Regarding claim 42, Miller et al. teaches the data stored in a compressed format 
(See col. 3, lines 58- col. 4, lines 17). It is inherent that it includes basic I/O data. 

Regarding claims 44,45 Miller et al. teaches a format for storing the data by CPU as 
described in col. 7, lines 58-61. Therefore it is inherent that the decompressed data is 
formatted in format compatible by the OS as claimed. 
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Regarding claim 46 same as claim arguments above and Garner teaches: 
wherein said flash memory stores an allocation table to indicate the length of entries 
stored in said flash memory and the number of entries in said allocation table (fig 2, 
a pointer to locate the file ,col. 6, lines 1-5) and starting and ending points which 
determine the size of the sector (col. 7, lines 6-9). It also teaches the number of 
entries as described in col. 6, line 6. (revision number) 

Regarding claim 47, same as claim arguments above and Miller et al. teaches the 
claimed invention of wherein said file data stored in compressed form on ... memory is 
formed into compressed blocks of unequal length is described in col. 3, lines 27-45, 
wherein Miller et al. teaches the data blocks of various size to store compressed data. 

Regarding claim 48, same as claim arguments above and Garner teaches including 
data for more than one file system stored on said flash memory (the flash memory as 
described in col. 1, lines 10-16). 

Regarding claim 49, Miller et al. teach the loader and kernel stored on memory 
as described in col. 4, lines 10-11. 

Regarding claim 50 Miller et al. teaches the claimed invention as described above 
with respect to claims 40- 41. However, Miller et al. does not teach a network 
connection to download additional data. It is a common knowledge in the art to 
implement a network connection to download data from the remote site. Therefore it 
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would have been obvious for a person with ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to implement network connection to the system of Miller et al. 
because it aids in retrieving the data and downloading the data from remote location. 



4. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Susan F. Rayyan whose telephone number is 571-272- 
1675. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F, 7:30-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Cottingham can be reached on 571-272-7079. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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